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- U.S. Sees New Soviet Arms Violation

't - The Adminjst.rgtiah : has recently
* lcome under pressure from Senate Re-

7 ByHEDRICKSMITH ,

"7 SpeclaltoTheNew York Times .
WASHINGTON, May 11 — In two
high-level private diplomatic .ap-
proaches, the Reagan Administration

"has accused the Soviet Union of testing

two new intercontinental missiles and
asked Moscow to explain why this does
not violate the 1979 strategic arms
agreement, American officials djs-.
closed today. . .-

The second nuclear arms treaty per-
mits each pation to test and develop
only one new intercontinental missile.

. Administration officials reported that
new concerns bad been raised by a sec-
ond Soviet test of a missile known here
as the Plesetsk-5. The first test of the
missile on Feb. 8 led to political ques-
tions here about possible Soviet treaty

“violations, .

Pentagon and State Department offi-

‘cials said the'initial analysis of the lat.

est Soviet test, conducted early last
Thursday, had pot been completed, but
the missile involved appeared to be the

" same one tested in February. Much to

* American frustration, the officials said,

’ been*
Union. -

the electronic data from the test had
\eavily encrypted* by the Soviet
S MvobreviowTess -
- Administration sources said Ameri
can representations about two earlier

tests, in October and February, were |.
.made to the Soviet Union in late April

through the joimt Special Consultative
Comumittee in Vienna. The sources said
the Americans responded more force-
fully in a follow-up meeting on May 5
between Acting Secretary of State Ken-
neth W. Dam and the Soviet Ambassa-
dor to the United States, Anatoly F. Do-
brynin, : ’
Ambassador Dobrynin met again

* with Mr. Dam today at Soviet request,

possibly to deliver the Kremlin's re-
sponse, but American officlals declined
to discuss the substance of the meeting

- and Mr. Dobrynin could not be reached.

After the session, however, American

" officials said United States concerns
- had pot been put to rest and uncertain-

ties about the pattern of Soviet tests had
*‘not been resolved.” -
Although Mr. Reagan opposed the
1979 nuclear arms agreement when he
was a candidate in 1880 and has de-
clined as President to press for its rati-
fication, his Administration. has ob-.
seryeditinpractice. &z - . .

A

publican conservatives to accuse Mos:
cow publicly of violating this treaty,
among others, on grounds that the Rus-
sians had tested two new intercontinen-
tal missiles and had heavily encoded
data from the tests to foil American
monitoring operations. The treaty bans
encoding that impedes verification of
compliance. N ’
- President Reagan, after edging to-
‘ward public confrontation with Mos-
cow, indicated at a news conference.on
April 22 that the Adminpistration pre-
ferred first “to pursue the matter
through private diplomatic channels.
Although he said earlier that there had
been “increasingly serious grounds for
questioning’” ‘Soviet compliance with
the treaty, he emphasized in April the
difficulty of obtaining *“hard and fast
evidence.” - | e,
A few days later, Administration offi-
cials said, a complaint was made to the
Soviet Union by Ambassador Richard

the Special Consultative Committee.
The committee is a panel set up to
deal with interpretations and com-
plaints under Soviet-American nuclear
arms treaties. Until now the Reagan
Administration had used it sparingly to
deal with the 1979 arms treaty. :
*."« A More Forceful Response

Administration officials said a more
forceful, " higher-level follow-up : was
made by Mr. Dam with Ambasador Do-
brynin to emphasize the seriousness of
‘American’ concern. Mr. Dam report-
edly asked for a speedy Soviet reply. <.

In both cases,” however, the United
States was reported to have stopped
short of accusing Moscow of violating
the arms treaty. But in what was. de-
scribed as a tough representation Mr.
Darn took some issue with previous

Soviet explanations of the Feb. 8 missile
tests, officials said,- - ° :

quiries back in February, Moscow téld
the United States that the Plesetsk-5
missile was a modified version of the
three-stage, solid-fuel SS-13 missile per-
mitted under the 1979 treaty. The Krem-
lin had already identified the Plesetsk-4
missile as the one new intercontinental
ballistic missile permitted under the
treaty.

Mr. Dam was said to have told Amba-

» -

. [ [.

Ellis, the American representative on

In response to initial American in- |-

sador Dobx:_ynln that American analysis |

indicated ‘the ‘Plesetsk-5 exhibited

characteristics that axceeded the modi-
fications permitted under the treaty for
an old missile — 5 percent change in
length, diameter, Jaunch weight and
throw weight, and a clear retention of a
'single warhead ~— and thus it techri.

cally constituted a new missile. o
The Issue of Coding

Some American officials were con-
cerned that the latest Soviet test consti-
tuted an indirect Russian reply, adding
to American anxieties that Moscow was
proceeding with two new missiles.

These officials said the electronic te-
lemetry data from the test was totally
encoded, which many officials consid-
ered a violation of the 1979 treaty. ~

But other officials said the Soviet en-
coding had not been total, and cautioned

that American assessment of the test
would be hampered by the fact that an

American radar-equipped tracking
ship, vital to United States monitoring
of Soviet missile tests, had not been on
stationfor the MayStest. . - . - .
These officials said American inter-
pretation of the Feb. 8 test had also been
hampered because not all American in-
telligence-gathering equipment was
functioning that day. \
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